there was now a line -admittedly fuzzy in places -between ecclesiastical and secu lar jurisdictions, and the pope's authority over the English church was much more immediate than it had been two centuries earlier.
the long term one might argue that the quarrel was to lead to a sharper distinction between secular and ecclesiastical jurisdictions and to a stage in the rise of a secular state in England and perhaps more widely in Europe, nonetheless, ideas that were circulated in that year about the king's role in Christian society still reflected notions of symbiosis rather than sep arate spheres.
The following discussion centres on two authors, John of Salisbury, who wrote the Life of Anselm, and Aelred of Rievaulx, author of the Life of King Edward. Both books were revisions of earlier texts, the former of Eadmer's Life and the latter of the life of King Edward by Osbert of Clare. 4 The visions they presented were composed for particular ends, but they show what some believed were models of the behaviour of archbishops and kings.
5
Becket and the Life of Anselm
The factors for change in the relationship between the kings of England and their arch bishops between the late tenth and late twelfth centuries may be arranged under three headings. First was the eleventhcentury reform movement which aimed to establish the priesthood as a sep arate and celibate order, free from worldly entanglements. Much attention had been given to the problem of lay investiture, leading to difficulties between Archbishop Anselm and King Henry I in the early twelfth century. Second, there was the growing influence of the papacy over the western church, and the concomitant rise of studies of church law with the search for clarification and precision. Third, there was the accession in England of King Hen ry II in 1154, following a period of contested rule. Henry, young and vigorous, was concerned to restore order, both in terms of suppressing violence and resolving disputes over land. He was also determined to recover lost lands and certain rights of the crown, especially those which were lucrative, and this was by no means an easy task. 6 As part and parcel of these efforts he sought to rein in the excesses of officials, both his own, the sheriffs, and those of others, the archdeacons, baronial stewards and reeves. This was the context in which Thomas Becket became the new Archbishop of Canterbury, the most powerful cleric in the English church. Becket must have seemed the ideal successor to Archbishop Theobald of Canterbury, who died in 1161 when the king was out of England. As chancellor, Becket was at the heart of the royal administration and knew well its challen ges and constraints. He had been involved first hand in the administration of royal justice, and as archdeacon of Canterbury he had experience and knowledge of the archbishop's prob lems with the king, and potential jurisdictional conflicts. When he became archbishop of the most powerful see in England, he proved anything but a pliable tool. As archbishop, his initial concerns were: 1) to restore lost lands and rights to Canterbury; 2) to reassert the Canterbury primacy, not just over York but over the whole of the British Isles; 3) to see Archbishop An selm's claim to sanctity recognised; and 4) to secure the grant of a papal legation.
Of these four, only the Canterbury primacy presented no problems to King Henry II, as it had long suited the Norman kings to back Canterbury.
7 Indeed, the ramifications of the whom Henry I urged to return from exile in 1100 despite his frank criticism of the king's predecessor, and on whose counsel all the affairs of the kingdom waited. Subsequently in England, king and archbishop convened a council at which the king promised not to practise investiture in the future. In any event, the presentation of Anselm's revised life to the pope at Tours proved to be in vain. On the grounds that there were too many dossiers presented for discussion (including that of St Bernard), the pope referred the case back to England, and to a provincial council, which Becket of course never had the time or royal backing to call. 23 It may be that the pope was partly motivated by a reluctance to annoy Henry II, for Anselm was of course a symbol of resistance to Norman kings: to William Rufus who had refused to allow him go to Rome, and to Henry I on the questions of investiture and homage. As a loyal servant of Rome pre pared to suffer exile for his beliefs, Anselm was not someone of whom Henry II wished to be reminded, not least by John of Salisbury. John had already experienced the king's displeasure on a previous occasion. 24 Yet John's -and we might surmise, Thomas's -Anselm was not in outright opposition to his kings: that there were problems was not glossed over, but as John emphasised, friendship and cooperation between the two was restored at Bec. 
Becket and the relics of King Edward
When the archbishop returned from Tours in the summer of 1163, he had failed to achieve a recognition of the Canterbury primacy, the canonization of Anselm, or the status of papal legate. 25 He faced a king who had come back to England in January of that year after an ab sence of more than four years, determined to reassert his authority, renew a drive to restore order and to punish wrongdoing, to rein in venal officials (his own and other people's), and to make sure he was getting his revenues in full. His fundamental approach remained that of turning back the clock to his grandfather's day, whether this was to do with the scope of royal justice or relations with Rome. In Normandy his justices had been active, as they were in England in 1163. 26 He had also renewed the canons of the Council of Lillebonne of 1080.
These had much to say about the scope of episcopal and archidiaconal jurisdiction, and had been confirmed by Henry I.
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On the king's return there was a mass of lawsuits to be dealt with, some of which involved the archbishop. As well, several sheriffs were dismissed. 28 The king also had dynastic affairs to consider. In 1162 his heir, also named Henry, had returned to England with his guardian, the archbishop, and the plan was for the great men to pay homage to the heir. 29 At the Coun cil of Woodstock in July 1163, the Welsh and Scottish princes paid homage, not just to the king but also to his son. Henry also floated a plan to levy an aid on land at the old danegeld rate of two shillings a hide, taking over an aid customarily paid to sheriffs. 30 Becket opposed him, on the grounds that those liable would not only have to pay this levy but also an aid to the sheriffs, and the plan was dropped. Underlying the king's plan was an effort to take an annual land tax without the widespread exemptions achieved by religious communities that had been founded in 1135 or later. The liability of the archbishop's land to geld, to military service, and to aid, was very substantial. Whether Becket's stance was personal or represen tative of wider opposition is unclear, but it aroused the king's anger at a time when black marks against the archbishop were adding up. A council of lay and ecclesiastical magnates assembled at Westminster at the start of October 1163, and there were various items on the king's agenda. He was annoyed by the way archdeacons were bringing charges in church courts on a wide range of issues, includ ing cases of moral backsliding, such as the burgess of Scarborough who had been charged with adultery. 31 He was particularly angered about the leniency showed to clerks accused of 33 Of Becket's contemporary biographers, only William FitzStephen mentions the great ceremony which followed on 13 October, when King Edward's relics were translated. 34 The king and some of the greatest nobles carried the coffin through the cloisters in Westminster Abbey, in the presence of the archbishop, all but one of his suffragan bishops, and three Norman bishops. 35 Laurence, the abbot of Westminster, had asked his kinsman Aelred abbot of Rievaulx to compose a sermon for the event.
36 According to the sermon, which Aelred may have delivered in person, sexual purity and the gift of prophecy helped to establish Edward's saintly credentials. Edward had shaken off the yoke of captivity imposed by the Danes, he had bestowed wealth on the church, and he had a high reputation with the Franks and the Germans, who sought his friendship. Above all ›this Moses of ours‹ was a lawgiver, who brought peace and justice to his realms. Abbot Aelred's views about Christian kingship, his relations with Henry II, and his involve ment in the cult of King Edward, were well established by the time the translation ceremony took place in 1163. He had already outlined his ideas in a Lament for King David of the Scots written a decade earlier. 37 This lament prefaced a genealogy of the kings of the English, composed in 1153 shortly before Henry II's accession to the English throne, tracing his ancestry back through the maternal line to Adam, the cornerstone between the English and the Normans, fulfilling the prophecy of Edward the Confessor of the green tree, uniting the two races. 38 ›When‹, Aelred addressed Henry, ›you see the integrity of your ancestors, the virtue that shone out and the holiness that radiated from them, you will realize how natural it is to you to abound in riches, to excel in virtues, to be renowned in victories and, more than all this, to glow with Christian religion and the prerogative of righteousness. to King Henry, whose special renown was his descent from such a holy line of kings, and again referred to the prophecy of King Edward that he would form the union of the Nor mans and the English. 41 The Life emphasized the king's holy way of life, his celibate marriage, ability to foresee the future, and the miracles he worked. The message was of the king's inte g ral role in society, and of the author's hope for the renewal of prosperity after the disaster wrought by the Norman Conquest. Miracles were reported, five which had probably been in a version of Osbert of Clare's text, plus four more. 42 Aelred may actually have composed his
Life during a visit to the abbey early in 1163, though it was not until October that the trans lation ceremony took place. 43 It was to be Aelred's Life which was to prove most popular to later hagiographers, though evidently not with Henry II or his sons, none of whom seem to have had much affection for Westminster abbey or the Confessor's cult. 44 
Conclusion
In the two almost contemporary texts considered in this article, John of Salisbury's Life of Anselm and Aelred's Life of King Edward, there are depictions on the one hand of ultimately cooperative relations between a saintly archbishop and the Norman kings, and on the other of an ideal holy king. Contrary to what is often assumed, the accession of Henry II, and then the appointment of his close friend as archbishop, opened up a new, possibly more harmo nious, era in relations between king and archbishop. There was no inevitable progression in the quarrel between Becket and Henry from the relatively trivial and secular issues, such as sheriffs' aid, to the climacteric councils at Woodstock, Clarendon, and Northampton: there was no linear process of deteriorating relations and rapidly escalating quarrels. In fact, the sequence of events was anything but linear. The juxtaposition of the Council of Westminster and the translation of King Edward, not mentioned by Becket's biographers, did not fit into such a sequence. Likewise, the dedication of the abbey church at Reading in April 1164 after the Council at Clarendon, showed the archbishop, despite his difficulties with the king, presiding over a ceremony of great moment for the past and future of Henry's dynas ty. 45 The abbey after all was home to the tombs of King Henry I, Queen Adeliza, and William, son of Henry II and Eleanor, as well as to a prized relic, the hand of St James.
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In 1163, then, conventional ideas about the relationship between a king and his arch bishop, and about the role of a Christian king, were still potent in the minds of contem poraries. However, Becket and Henry also saw themselves charged with protecting their pre decessors' legacies. The means by which these legacies were to be defended, the context of international politics in which events were played out, as well as the methods employed, led to confrontation, death, and ultimately to an enduring clarification of jurisdictions. 
